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to disobey.     No one could have   been farther from
anarchistic tendencies than the Parliamentarians.   They
believed in law and order as strongly as Hobbes himself,
and they claimed that they were fighting the King's
person, not the King's position.    In reality there was
a contest between rival theories of sovereignty.   During
the Middle Ages, this question had been at issue between
the  Papacy and the  temporal powers.    The  Divine
Right of Kings had been urged as a counterblast to
the Divine Right of Popes.    But the Divine Right of
Kings was a dangerous phrase and perilously sweet
to the ears of James I.    Society, he reflected, in refuge
from anarchy, demands a sovereign power.    Who then
could wield it but himself ?    But there was another
competitor   for   the   throne,   namely   Common   Law.
And on this point Sir Edward Coke joined issue with
James,   He regarded both  King and  Parliament as
subject to Common Law, which was the truly sovereign
power in the land.    But here, of course, he became
involved in complexities.    For Common Law demands
interpretation, and must, in fact, be interpreted by the
Judges.   The Judges then become the true sovereigns,
a decision more palatable to lawyers like Coke than to
the ordinary man.    'The quarrel between the Crown
and the Judges was not only the forerunner of the
greater quarrel between King and Parliament:  it was
inevitable in the nature of things.    The  Judges,  as
professors of the Common Law, claimed for it supreme
authority, and, had their claim been admitted, would
have made themselves the ultimate authority in the
State.   For no one denied their right to interpret the
law.   The King, realizing vividly that there must be a
sovereign,   claimed   naturally   enough   the    position
asserted for the Judges/ x   Thus we enter upon the
1 J. 1ST. Figgis, Divine Right of Kings, p. 231.